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The “Menace” and the Mails 


By Pau, BAKEWELL. 


An Open Letter to W. H. Lamar, Esq., Solicitor of the 
Post-O ffice Department, Washington, D. C. 


Has THE PostTMASTER-GENERAL, THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE 
OF THE Post-oFFIcE DEPARTMENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES, THE PoWER, UNDER THE ExistinG Law, To 
DENY THE PRIVILEGES OF THE Matt To A PAPER 
WHICH HAS PusBLIsHED FittHy MATTER, WHICH 
HAS ADVERTISED, IN Copies SENT THROUGH THE 
Mai, Fittuy, Vite or Inpecent Books, AND 
WHICH HAS SENT THROUGH THE Mart Copigs oF 
Sucw Fittuy, Vite or INpecent Books, AND 
WHICH PAPER, WITHIN THE YEAR 1914, Has DeE- 
CLARED IN Its CotumNns, as Its ALLEGED REASON 
FOR EXISTENCE, THAT IT IS AND OF Necessity Must 
BE “Dirty AND VILE AND Fittuy’’? 


509 Olive Street, 
St. Louis, Mo., Dec. 31, 1914. 
W. H. Lamar, Esog., 
Solicitor of the Post-office Department, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: 

In the matter of the Menace, I have your letter of 
December 24, 1914, in answer to my letter of December 
10, 1914. With your letter you inclose to me a carbon 
copy of yougietter of December 24, 1914, to Rev. 
You also se to me the annual report of the Post- 
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master-General for the year 1914, and make specific ref- 
erence to pages 46, 47 and 48 of that report, on which 
pages is a subdivision or section entitled “Obscene and 
Scurrilous Matter.” 

I also notice that, with reference to the date of pub- 
lication of the said report of the Postmaster-General, you 
state: “The Postmaster-General’s report was not given 
to the public until December 14.” 


CONSIDERATION OF Paces 46, 47 AND 48 oF THE Post- 
MASTER-GENERAL’S Report FOR 1914, UNDER THE 
HEADING “OspscENE AND ScurriLcous MATTER.” 


A careful reading of the first seven paragraphs of that 
matter at pages 46-48 of the report of the Postmaster- 
General will show: that, while the Postmaster-General 
there refers to Sec. 211 of the Criminal Code, contained 
in the Act of March 4, 1909, and cites four cases, as 
cases containing that particular statute, in fact not one 
of the four cases there cited by the Postmaster-General 
in his report construes Section 211 of the United States 
Criminal Code, but each one of those decisions, as stated 
plainly in the preamble to the opinion in each case, re- 
lates to old Section 3893, R. S. U. S. The cases there 
referred to in the report of the Postmaster-General, in 
connection with his discussion of Section 211 of the 
United States Criminal Code, are: Swearingen v. 
United States, 161 U. S. 446; United States v. Moore, 
104 Fed. 78; United States v. O’Donnell, 165 Fed. 218, 
and Knowles v. United States, 170 Fed. 409. 

After those cases were brought and tried Section 211 
of said Federal Penal Code was enacted and has since 
been construed by the courts. One of later cases, 
which the Postmaster-General does vot to (indeed 
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his said report cites no case in which the Court con- 
sidered said Section 211), and which is precisely a case 
construing Section 211, is the case of United States v. 
Dempsey, 188 Fed. 450, decided May 26, 1911. In over- 
ruling the demurrer to the indictment in that case, Judge 
Trieber says, at page 451 of 188 Fed.: 

“Assuming, without deciding, that the contents of the 
letter were not of that character which would make it 
non-mailable, in view of the construction of Section 
3893, R. S. U. S. (Comp. St. 1901, page 2658), in Swear- 
ingen v. United States, 161 U. S. 446, 16 Sup. Ct. 562, 
40 L. Ed. 765, that would still not be conclusive of this 
case, as the Penal Code amends that statute very materi- 
ally, by adding, after the words ‘every obscene, lewd and 
lascivious, the words ‘and every filthy book, pamphlet, 
picture or letter’ 

“(1) In the Swearingen case the Court held that the 
words ‘obscene,’ ‘lewd’ and ‘lascivious,’ as used in Sec- 
tion 3893, R. S., ‘signify that form of immorality which 
has relation to sexual impurity, and has the same mean- 
ing as was given them at common law in prosecutions 
for obscene libel.’ If the intention of Congress had been 
to confine that statute to the offense as defined by the 
Supreme Court in that case, it would not have amended 
it by adding the words ‘and every filthy.’ This clearly 
demonstrates that in the opinion of Congress the use of 
the mails should be prohibited, not only to such letters, 
books and pictures which are lewd and lascivious, but 
also to every filthy communication, book or picture.” 
(The emphasis in this quotation is my own.) 

Moreover, the decision of the United States District 
Court in United States v. Dempsey, 188 Fed. 450, supra, 
is cited wipro in the unanimous opinion of the 
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Circuit Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, in a de- 
cision rendered March 3, 1914, reported in 211 Fed. 385- 
390, in the case of Tyomies Pub. Co. v. United States. 
In the last-named case the defendant had been indicted 
under Section 211 of the Federal Penal Code (Act of 
March 4, 1909). In passing upon this particular ques- 
tion the United States Court of Appeals says in that 
case, at page 390 of 211 Fed.: 

“It is contended that the Court erred in refusing to 
charge the jury that the Tyomies Publishing Company 
and John Nummivuori should be acquitted because the 
alleged non-mailable picture referred to in the second 
count of the indictment was mailable. Section 3893 of 
the Revised Statutes did not contain the words ‘and every 
filthy,’ which were inserted at the time of the enactment 
of the Penal Code in 1909. It was plainly the purpose of 
Congress, in adding these words, to enlarge the scope of 
the statute so as to cover a class of publications that were 
not included in the old section. United States v. Demp- 
sey (D. C.), 188 Fed. 450. 

“The trial judge submitted the issue, as to whether or 
not this picture was filthy, to the jury, saying: ‘By the 
term “filthy” is meant what it commonly or ordinarily 
signifies; that which is nasty, dirty, vulgar, indecent, 
offensive to the moral sense, morally depraving and de- 
basing.’ We consider that this question was properly 
submitted to the jury.” 

I quite agree with you in the statement in your letter 
of December 24th, that the Post-office Department “must 
construe Federal statutes in the light of the decisions of 
the Federal Courts.” But I beg here to emphasize the 
fact that the decisions to which I have last referred are 
decisions which do specifically refer to andigonstrue Sec- 
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tion 211 of the Federal Criminal Code, whereas the four 
decisions referred to in the report of the Postmaster- 
General for 1914, cited by him in connection with his 
discussion of Section 211 of said Federal Criminal Code, 
relate to old Section 3893, R. S. U. S., which section, as 
pointed out by the later Federal decisions, to which | 
refer and from which I quote, supra, was substantially 
changed and very much broadened by present and exist- 
ing Section 211 of the Federal Criminal Code, as well as 
by the later Act of March 4, 1911 (see Fed. Stat. Ann. 
Supp. 1912, Vol. I. p. 302). 


As to CANADIAN PostaL Laws 


I do not concede in fact, for the reasons stated in my 
former letters to you, that under the existing law the 
power of the Postmaster-General of the United States in 
respect to denying mail privileges to a filthy paper, or to 
an obscene paper, or to a paper which advertises any 
vile, filthy or indecent book, is less than that of the Post- 
master-General of Canada. In fact, in some of the above 
respects, I contend that it is demonstrable that under our 
laws the power vested in our Postmaster-General is 
greater than that given under the laws of Canada. 
Where, for instance, is there to be found in the Canadian 
law a declaration that any mail matter which advertises 
any filthy, vile or indecent thing is declared to be non- 
mailable matter and shall not be conveyed in the mails or 
delivered from any post-office or by any letter carrier? 
Yet such is found under Section 211 of the United States 
Penal Code. 

Under the laws of Canada the Postmaster-General 
may make regulations declaring what shall and what 
shall not be mailable matter. Under the laws of the 
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« 
United States Congress declares what shall or shall not in 
be mailable matter, and the Postmaster-General is re- g 
quired to execute the laws of the United States so far g 


as they relate to his Department; and, as pointed out 
herein, he is authorized to prescribe regulations, not in- 
consistent with the law, for the government of his De- 
partment. Therefore, in the last analysis, it would seem, E 
especially in respect to every obscene paper, or every 
filthy paper, or any filthy, vile or indecent thing, declared 
by Section 211 of the United- States Penal Code to be 7 
non-mailable, etc., that the postal laws of Canada and the 
United States are not so very wide apart. 

The instant question is, of course, to be decided, not 
by the laws of Canada, but by the laws of the United 
States. Said Section 211, taken in connection with Sec- 
tion 2 of the Act of March 4, 1911 (see page 302 of Vol- 
ume I of Fed. Stat. Ann. Supp. 1912), the latter defining 
the term “indecent,” as used in Section 211 of the United 
States Penal Code, to “include matter of a character 
tending to incite arson, murder or assassination,’ de- 
clares that certain things are “non-mailable matter and 
shall not be conveyed in the mails or delivered from any 
post-office or by any letter carrier.” 

The general purpose of a much narrower statute, in- 
tended to reach some of these evils (I here refer to old 
Sec. 3893, R. S. U. S.), has been declared by the United 
States Supreme Court to be: to prevent “the use of the 
mails to circulate or deliver matter to corrupt the morals 
of the people.’ See, among other cases, Swearingen v. t 
United States, 161 U. S., at pages 450-451. 
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The Postmaster-General of the United States is the ‘ 
executive who, being the guardian and odian of the ‘ 


privileges of the mail, is obliged to carry ott the purpose 
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and will of the people of the United States, as expressed 
in the statutes enacted by Congress. And, as the evil has 
grown and assumed forms not, perhaps, covered by lan- 
guage used in the earlier acts of Congress, Congress has, 
in the later sections last referred to, expressed, in unmis- 
takeable terms, its intention to broaden the law. 

Moreover, under Section 161, page 58, of Vol. III, 
Fed. Stat. Ann., and Fed. Stat. Ann., Vol. VI, page 6, 
the Postmaster-General is given the power and has im- 
posed upon him the duty to do the following things: 
To prescribe regulations, not inconsistent with law, for 
the government of his Department; and to superintend 
generally the business of his Department and to execute 
all laws relative to the postal service. 

Taking these last-named provisions of the law, in con- 
nection with Section 211 of the United States Penal 
Code and Section 2 of the Act of March 4, 1911, supra, 
is it possible that the Postmaster-General has not the 
power to stop the passage through the mails of a paper 
which, by its own declaration as to its nature, char- 
acter and purpose and by reason of what it has contained, 
is admittedly and also proven to be a thing which, under 
Section 211 of said Penal Code, is declared “to be non- 
mailable matter and shall not be conveyed in the mails 
or delivered from any post-office or by any letter 
carrier?” 

Or is it possible that, in the face of these laws and of 
the ample power thus given by law to the Postmaster- 
General, the Postmaster-General may not, at any time, 
by order or regulation, deny the privileges of the mail 
to a thing which thus comes within the class of things 
which Section 211 of the United States Penal Code de- 
clares to be non-mailable matter and matter which shall 
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not be conveyed in the mail? Would such a rule, order 
or regulation, made and enforced by that executive, the 
Postmaster-General, be “inconsistent with” Section 211 
of the United States Penal Code? 

I affirm not only that such an order or regulation 
would be fully within the power of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and absolutely consistent with the law as declared. 
in that statute (Section 211), but that any other course 
is inconsistent with that law. For, by way of illustration, 
as I pointed out to you in the argument attached to my 
letter of December 10, 1914, were the publisher or dis- 
tributor of any of the things declared non-mailable by 
Section 211 of said Penal Code to reside in Canada or 
Mexico and were he to mail from such country such vile 
or filthy matter, to be carried into the United States by 
mail, then that statute would be nullified, if the Post- 
master-General were without power to stop the trans- 
mission of such matter through the mails of the United 
States. And if, as I affirm is the law, the Postmaster- 
General might (indeed must) exclude such matter from 
the United States mails in the instance last supposed, 
that ,executive has equal power and has the same duty 
resting upon him, when the publisher or distributor or 
advertiser of such vile or filthy matter, who abuses the 
privileges of the mail by making the mail of the United 
States his servant in carrying such filth, resides in the 
United States of America. 


Tue “MENACE” Apmits THAT It Is “Dirty AND VILE 
AND FILTHY” 


If a paper be dirty, or vile, or filthy, it “is hereby de- 
clared to be non-mailable matter and shall not be con- 
veyed in the mails or delivered from any post-office or 
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by any letter carrier.’ (See Section 211 of United 
States Penal Code.) And the same law declares as “‘non- 
mailable,” etc., the advertisement of every obscene and 
every filthy book, among other things therein named. 

Now, if a certain book to which I have called your 
attention in my previous letters and to certain passages 
of which I have specifically called your attention, be 
not obscene or filthy within the meaning of Section 211 
of the said Penal Code and within the plain meaning of 
those words in the English language, then I confess I 
do not know what those words mean. I know that the 
portions of said book to which I have directed your at- 
tention are so vile, so obscene or so filthy that I prefer 
not to quote them here. 

Moreover, by copies of the Menace to which I di- 
rected your attention, covering quite a period of time, 
I proved that it was the practice of the Menace to ad- 
vertise that filthy book and other vile books. Over and 
above this, as I am informed, you have been supplied 
with copies of the Menace, which contain filthy matter. 
As I can not go over all this in detail now, in passing I 
merely refer you to the Menace of January 24, 1914, and 
to the poem at page 3 thereof, entitled “The Romans,” 
as a sample of “filthy” matter. 

The Menace, in one of the copies which I sent you 
and to which I refer in my former letters to you, de- 
clares its fixed purpose and character is to be “dirty 
and vile and filthy,’ giving, as its pretended excuse, 
“because it publishes the news and chronicles the cur- 
rent events about a dirty, vile and filthy organization.” 
The “organization,” to which this false and infamous 
statement is directed, is the Roman Catholic Church. 
I presume that the “news” and “events” to which refer- 
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ence is here made are any instances, true or false, where- 
in, out of the hundreds of millions of its members 
throughout the world, not only in present times, but in 
past centuries, some of them are alleged to have fallen. 
As surely as it is human to err, that surely will some 
professed Catholics (like some of their fellow-citizens 
of other religious creeds) continue to fall. As surely 
as this is true, then must we have (unless Section 211, 
supra, be a vain law) the admittedly “dirty and vile and 
filthy’ Menace “conveyed in the mails.” 

In what I have said above I do not for an instant ad- 
mit the truth of a single accusation brought against 
any member of the Catholic Church by the Menace, but 
what I say is that, whether any of said accusations be 
true or false, the avowed purpose of that admittedly 
filthy sheet is to continue to publish alleged immoralities 
of Catholics, such as it has published in the past. The 
Menace exists, as it declares, to chronicle the alleged 
events concerning an organization, and, by reason of 
that fact, as it alleges, it necessarily will be dirty and 
vile and filthy. The organization which it thus attacks 
has existed for more than nineteen centuries and shall 
continue to exist, and the Menace, on its own declara- 
tion, as to its own reason for existence, will therefore 
continue to print filthy accusations concerning members 
of that organization. Now, if the circumstance that 
these filthy articles are the alleged doings of certain 
persons in that organization is to be an excuse for the 
Menace publishing them and sending them through the 
mail, then any publication can revel in vile and filthy 
details and still enjoy the privileges of the mail, pro- 
vided only that the filth which it publishes is the alleged 
doings of members of an organization, be that organiza- 
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tion Catholic, Protestant or Jewish. Obviously, this is 
an absurd conclusion, and such pretext constitutes no 
legal excuse for permitting an admittedly filthy paper to 
enjoy the privileges of the mail. Shall that admittedly 
“dirty and vile and filthy’ sheet continue to pollute the 
mails, when Section 211 of the United States Penal Code 
says that every filthy book or paper, or any filthy or vile 
thing, is not mailable and shall not be carried in the 
mails? 


My Comp taint Is AS TO ConpDITIONS PRoveN To Exist 
IN THE YEAR 1914 


In the third paragraph of your letter of December 24, 
1914, to Rev. ————-, you state: “It is observed from 
the tenor of your letter and of thousands of others which 
have been received by this office that the position of this 
Department with respect to the Menace is believed to be 
different from its attitude previous to this administration. 
Now, as a matter of fact, the Menace was admitted to 
the second-class privileges of the United States in April, 
1911. The records of this Department show that from 
the beginning the paper was of the same character as at 
present and that complaints against it, especially from 
Catholic sources, have been filed with the Department 
continuously from the establishment of the publication to 
the present time.” 

As a matter of fact, until this information was im- 
parted to me through your courtesy in sending me a 
copy of your letter of December 24 to Rev. 5a 
did not know when the Menace was first published or 
when second-class privileges were first allowed to the 
Menace. Nor have I stated or even intimated in any 
of my letters to you or to the Postmaster-General that 
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the position taken by the Post-office Department in re- 
spect to the Menace was believed to be, or was in fact, 
different from its attitude previous to this administration. 
However, I do not hesitate to say that, if the true char- 
acter of the Menace was represented to the Post-office 
‘Department in April, 1911, and that the Menace then was, 
or then admitted that it was, “dirty and vile and filthy 
because” (under its alleged pretext for existence) “st 
publishes the news and chronicles the current events 
about a dirty, vile and filthy organization,’ the Post- 
office Department acted without its power and contrary 
to the spirit, intent and letter of the statute in allowing 
that paper second-class privileges—or, indeed, in allowing 
that paper to go through the mail either as first or second- 
class matter. Until I know to the contrary I can not be- 
lieve that such a situation as that last stated was depicted 
to the Post-office Department in April, 1911, when, as 
you state, second-class privileges were first granted to 
the Menace. The Post-office Department exists to exe- 
cute and comply with the law, and it has not and never 
had the right to allow an admittedly “dirty and vile and 
filthy” paper to go through the mail as second-class mat- 
ter; and there is nothing in Section 14 of the Act of 
March 3, 1897 (Fed. Stat. Ann., Vol. V, p. 830), which 
warrants granting second-class privileges to an admit- 
tedly “dirty and vile and filthy’ paper. 

Moreover, in view of what I have said in this and in 
my previous letters to you, and in view of the particular 
numbers of the Menace to which I have called your at- 
tention and of its declared character and fixed purpose, 
I fail utterly to see how that paper, if its true character 
was ever revealed to the Department when it was first a 
question of granting it the second-class privileges, could 
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ever have obtained those privileges. Section 14 of the 
Act of March 3, 1879, above referred to, and which re- 
lates to conditions on which a publication shall be ad- 
mitted to second-class privileges, provides, as condition 
“fourth,” that: “Jt must be originated and published for 
the dissemination of information of a public character, 
or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts or some special 
industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribers.” 
As the Menace has declared in the copy which I have 
called to your attention that it is “dirty and vile and 
filthy because” (and this is its pretext for existence) “it 
publishes the news and chronicles the current events 
about a dirty and vile and filthy organization,” I fail to 
see how it comes within the fourth provision of the 
statute; nor do I see how any one who has read the 
Menace can truthfully say that it is “devoted to literature, 
the sciences, arts, or some special industry,” within the 
meaning of said Section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1879. 


THERE CAN BE NO VESTED RIGHT IN THE DOING OF THAT 
WHICH IS PROHIBITED By LAw 


I submit that the above proposition is indisputable. As 
the Postmaster-General had no warrant in the law for 
granting second-class privileges to anything which, under 
Section 211 of the United States Penal Code, is “de- 
clared to be non-mailable matter and shall not be con- 
veyed in the mails or delivered from any post-office or by 
any letter carrier,” the fact that, through error, mistake 
or deception, second-class privileges have been granted 
to a certain publication is no reason or excuse for allow- 
ing a thing which is non-mailable under Section 211 to 
continue to enjoy the privileges of the mail, either as 
first or second-class matter. 
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Moreover, it is conceivable, and illustrations of the 
kind can be found, that where a publication which, as 
originally presented to the Post-office Department, might 
have seemed to the then official in charge as entitled to 
second-class privileges, when it later develops that such 
publication comes within the prohibition of the law and 
is found to be “non-mailable matter,” then and in such 
case the original extension of second-class privileges to 
the publication is not an excuse which the law will 
recognize and does not prevent the Postmaster-General 
from exercising his executive power and denying the 
privileges of the mail to such a publication. Nor is the 
fact that second-class privileges were granted under such 
circumstances a defence when action is brought against 
the publisher for violating the statute. It would seem 
unnecessary to cite authorities in support of such a plain 
proposition ; but these principles are recognized and ap- 
plied in the following cases: Davis v. Brown, 103 Fed. 
909, 911; United States v. Burnell, 75 Fed. 824, 831. 

In view of the power vested in the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to pass regulations not inconsistent with law for 
the government of his Department, and in view of what 
said Section 211 of the United States Penal Code de- 
clares to be non-mailable matter and matter which shall 
not be conveyed in the mail nor delivered from any post- 
office or by any letter carrier, when the attention of the 
Postmaster-General is called to a case of a publication 
which admits that, by its very nature and to carry out its 
alleged purpose, it is and must necessarily be a thing 
which that statute declares to be “non-mailable matter,” 
then and in such case, if the Postmaster-General, rep- 
resenting the Executive Department of the Government, 
has not the power to deny such publication the privileges 
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of the mail, the very existence of Government, in its 
domain of the postal laws and regulations, is at least 
seriously affected if not, pro tanto, destroyed. Public 
Clearing House Co. v. Coyne, 194 U. S. 509, 515, 516. 


THE OPINION OF AN AssIsTANT District ATTORNEY, 
RENDERED IN 1912, 1n REGARD TO A DIFFERENT 
STATE OF FAcTS THAN THE PARTICULAR Facts 
PRESENTED TO YOU IN THE INSTANT CAsE, SHOULD 
Not BE THE Last WorpD ON THIS SUBJECT. 


In the copy of your letter of December 24th to 
Rev. —————, which you sent me, you quote a sentence 
from a letter of January 12, 1912, which you say was 
written by the then Assistant District Attorney of Kansas 
City, the name of that Assistant District Attorney not 
being given. That quotation from said letter is to the 
effect that, in the then opinion of said Assistant District 
Attorney, two particular copies of the Menace, as well as 
a certain booklet which he refers to, did not, in his 
opinion, violate Section 211 of the Criminal Code. 

Is this an adequate answer to the particular case which 
I have presented to you in my correspondence and to 
which I refer in this letter? Is the final word as to the 
proper construction of the existing law, which includes, 
of course, the interpretation to be placed on Section 2 of 
the Act of March 4, 1911, placing an extended and 
special meaning on the word “indecent” appearing in Sec- 
tion 211 of the Criminal Code, when applied in the light 
of the particular facts to which I have called your atten- 
tion, to be the opinion of an Assistant District Attorney, 
rendered in respect to a different state of facts, in the 
year 1912? 
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Tue Law or LiseL AND SLANDER Dogs not CovEeR THE 
INsTANT CASE 


The Menace admits that it is dirty and vile and filthy, 
because (as it gives its pretended excuse for existence) 
it exists to chronicle the events and publish the news con- 
cerning the Catholic Church, which institution it falsely 
charges to be a dirty, vile and filthy organization. Of 
course, the Menace tells a falsehood when it charges the 
Catholic Church with being a dirty, vile and filthy organ- 
ization. The Menace fattens on scandalous and filthy 
matter which it has published in its columns, or which 
is contained in filthy and obscene books which it adver- 
tised in its columns and sold and sent through the mail; it 
has published scandalous and filthy matter concerning 
priests and nuns generally, and has repeatedly, as I pointed 
out to you in this correspondence, advertised, as for sale 
at its establishment (which it has advertised as the “head- 
quarters of anti-papal literature”), vile, obscene and 
filthy books, attacking the Catholic Church, its Pope, 
bishops, priests and nuns, and has sent such books 
through, the mail. 

Now, Catholics, who are among our best and most law- 
abiding citizens, do not propose to rest quietly under 
this wicked abuse of all that they hold most sacred, if 
existing laws can be made to reach the abuse of the 
privileges of the mail to which I have called your atten- 
tion in this correspondence. 

The law of libel and slander does not cover the case 
which I have presented, since the Menace contents itself, 
usually, with making statements against priests and nuns 
as a class. However, the laws of the United States to 
which I have repeatedly referred do cover the particular 
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case which I have pointed out, and a paper which admits, 
in respect to its general character and purpose, that it is 
dirty and vile and filthy, must not be permitted the 
privileges of the mail in plain defiance of Section 211 of 
the United States Penal Code. 


MANHOoop AND DEcENCY oF THE UNITED STATES 
AROUSED 


You refer in your letter to the fact that the Post- 
office Department has received many letters on this 
subject. For my part, I can say that, since I began this 
correspondence with your Department, on August 31, 
1914, I, too, have been able to feel the pulse of the coun- 
try on this subject, as that pulse beats on this question 
throughout the length and breadth of my native land. 
As a result I find that I have the support not only of the 
Catholics of the United States as a body, but also the 
support of many of our best citizens who are not of the 
Catholic faith. I can assure you that a tremendous feel- 
ing has been aroused on this subject, the full extent of 
which is by no means expressed merely by the letters 
which your Department or I may have received. More- 
over, the correspondence which I have had with your 
Department since August 31, 1914, has been submitted 
by me to eminent lawyers in this city and in various parts 
of the United States, and these lawyers have been re- 
quested to give the matter their best thought and con- 
sideration. I can state that, without a single exception, 
these lawyers agree with me in the views which I have ex- 
pressed in regard to the law and the power of the Post- 
master-General in the premises. The construction which 
I have placed upon the existing laws, when applied to the 
particular facts which I have detailed in my correspond- 
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ence with you, is one which I believe is well worthy of 
the attention of the best legal minds in the Department 
of Justice. 


Puttinc into Errect THE UNitTep States STATUTES 
RELATIVE TO WHAT SHALL NOT BE CARRIED IN THE 
Unitep States Mair Does not VIOLATE THE Con- 
STITUTIONAL GUARANTY OF A FREE PRess. 


Nothing that you have said in any of your letters to 
me and nothing that the Postmaster-General has said 
at pp. 46-7-8 of his Annual Report for 1914 disputes the 
above proposition. Nevertheless, as I have noted criti- 
cism of this proposition in letters or newspaper articles 
within the past three months, as this present letter of 
mine is an open one, I beg to call attention to the fact 
that all question in regard to this proposition has been 
settled by repeated decisions of the courts. 

In the case of Tyomies Pub, Co. v. United States, 
supra, where proceedings were brought under Section 
211 of the United States Penal Code, it was contended 
on behalf of defendant that that statute was in derogation 
of the constitutional rights and privileges of the de- 
fendant as publisher of a paper. In answering that con- 
tention the United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit says, at page 388 of 211 Fed.: 

“The statute is not in derogation of the constitutional 
rights and privileges of the defendants as publishers of a 
daily newspaper. The constitutional guaranty of a free 
press can not be made a shield from violation of criminal 
laws which are not designed to restrict the free- 
dom of the press, but to protect society from acts clearly 
immoral or otherwise injurious to the people. Ex parte 
Jackson, 96 U. S. 727, 736, 24 L. Ed. 877; In re Rapier, 
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143 U. S. 110, 133,134, 12 Sup. Ct. 374, 36 L. Ed. 93; 
Public Clearing House v. Coyne, 194 U. S. 497, 506, 
24 Sup. Ct. 789, 48 L. Ed. 1092; Knowles v. United 
States, 170 Fed. 409, 411, 95 C. C. A. 579; United States 
v. Journal Co. (D. C.), 197 Fed. 415, 418.” 

For a more extended discussion of this question I 
would refer to the decisions of the United States Supreme 
Court cited in the last-named quotation. Moreover, in re- 
gard to a similar question raised in the case of United 
States v. Burnell, at page 75 of 832 Fed., the Court 
makes the following very apt quotations from the opinion 
of Judge Phillips, of this (the Eighth) Circuit, and from 
the writings of the eminent jurist, Mr, Justice Story: 

“And Judge Phillips has well said (United States v. 
Harmon, 45 Fed. 414, 416): ‘It is a radical miscon- 
ception of the scope of the constitutional protection to 
indulge the belief that a person may print and publish 
ad libitum any matter, whatever the substance or lan- 
guage, without accountability to law. Liberty in all its 
forms and assertions in this country is regulated by law. 
It is not an unbridled license. Where vituperation or 
licentiousness begins, the liberty of the press ends.’ 

“That eminent jurist, Judge Story, in his commen- 
taries on our Constitution, has expressed his views very 
clearly. We quote a brief extract: ‘There is a good 
deal of loose reasoning on the subject of the liberty of 
the press, as if its inviolability were constitutionally such 
that, like the King of England, it could do no wrong, 
and was free from every inquiry, and afforded a perfect 
sanctuary for every abuse; that, in short, it implied a 
desperate sovereignty to do every sort of wrong, without 
the slightest accountability to private or public justice. 
Such a notion is too extravagant to be held by any sound 
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constitutional lawyer, with regard to the rights and 
duties belonging to governments generally, or to the 
State governments in particular. If it were admitted to 
be correct, it might be justly affirmed that the liberty of 
the press was incompatible with the permanent existence 
of any free government.’ ” 


Tue REASON FOR THIS OPEN LETTER 


As your Department is sending to me and to others 
copies of the Annual Report of the Postmaster-General 
for 1914, specifically referring to what is found therein 
at pages 46-7-8, as an answer to the protests and com- 
plaints made by me and others, I am printing and pub- 
lishing the present appeal as an open letter, intended for 
you and your Department, with the hope on my part that 
it shall receive general publicity and that the points of 
view which I have expressed in this letter (as well as in 
my other letters to your Department on this subject) may 
receive the attention they deserve from all who are con- 
cerned or interested in this most vital and important 
question. 

‘ Yours respectfully, 
Paut BAKEWELL. 
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THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL’S DUTY 


We here reprint for the convenience of our readers the 
greater portion of the open letter Mr, Paul Bakewell ad- 
dressed last summer to the Hon. Albert S. Burleson, 
Postmaster-General of the United States: 


Sir: 

I, a Catholic, . . . a citizen of the United States, born at 
St. Louis in 1858, a lawyer by profession, introduce myself to 
you and desire to call to your attention, officially, the following 
things, some of which at least may be new to you. 

There is now being published, and has been published for some 
time past, at Aurora, Missouri, a paper called the Menace. It 
is rightly named, for indeed it is a menace to the peace of the 
citizens of the United States, in that, by the cowardly falsehoods 
and infamous calumnies that it is constantly publishing in its 
columns against the Catholic Church, Catholics in general, and 
priests and nuns of the Catholic Church, it is doing all in its 
power to stir up religious strife and hatred and bring about a 
religious war in the United States. I am informed that in 
March, 1914, the Menace was barred from the mails of Canada 
and that the memorandum prepared by R. M. Coulter, Deputy 
Postmaster-General, with reference to excluding the Menace 
from the mails, which memorandum was read in the House of 
Commons at Ottawa by the Postmaster-General of Canada, con- 
cludes as follows: 

Under Section 209 of the Criminal Code, any one is guilty 
of an indictable offence and liable to two years imprison- 
ment who posts anything of an obscene, immoral, indecent 
or scurrilous character. This, however, is not a matter for 
enforcement by this Department, and therefore the Depart- 
ment has simply contented itself with acting within its 
powers as regards matter circulating through the mails. I 
have not the least doubt, however, that did any person choose 
to make this a personal matter, and take it up under the 
Criminal Code, the Editor of the paper, were it not for the 
fact that he is a foreigner and a non-resident of Canada, 
would be subject to the penalties of the Criminal Code. 
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I am enclosing to you herewith a copy of the Menace of Satur- 
day, August 22, 1914. As a gentleman of education and infor- 
mation, on reading the copy of the Menace that I am sending 
you, you will see at once that it is an appeal to ignorance, 
bigotry, passion and prejudice; that it is replete with falsehoods 
and calumnies against the Catholic Church and its members. 
All this would be bad enough; but it does not stop there. 

The matter of the mails is a privilege, from the use of which 
those are debarred who either perpetrate fraud by the abuse of 
this privilege, or who, by their publications, advertisements, etc., 
do things which are calculated to debauch or injure private or 
public morals, or reflect injuriously upon the conduct or char- 
acter of another. (I refer here especially to Sections 3893 and 
3894, pp. 2658 and 2659 of U. S. Compiled Statutes of 1901, and 
also to the Act of June 18, 1888, c. 394, Sec. 2, p. 2661 U. S. 
Compiled Statutes, 1901.) 

By said Sec. 3893, p. 2658 of said Compiled Statutes of the 
United States, obscene, lewd, lascivious books, pamphlets, papers, 
etc., are declared to be non-mailable matter; and by that same 
section advertisements or notices of any kind, “giving informa- 
tion, directly or indirectly, where or how” . . . “any of 
the hereinbefore mentioned matters’ (which include obscene, 
lewd or lascivious books or papers) may be obtained, “are de- 
clared to be non-mailable matter, and shall not be conveyed in 
the mails nor delivered from any post-office, nor by any letter- 
carrier.” 

By the Act of June 18, 1888, c. 394, Sec. 2 (found at p. 2661 
of said U. S. Compiled Statutes, 1901), it is provided “that all 
matter otherwise mailable by law, upon the envelope or outside 
cover or wrapper of which” . . . “epithets, terms or 
language of an indecent, lewd, lascivious, obscene, libelous, scur- 
rilous, defamatory, or threatening character, or calculated by 
the terms or manner or style of display and obviously intended to 
reflect injuriously upon the character or conduct of another” 

“are hereby declared non-mailable matter, and shall 
not be conveyed in the mails, nor delivered from any post-office 
nor by any letter-carrier, and shall be withdrawn from the mails 
under such regulations as the Postmaster-General shall pre- 
scribe,” etc. 











THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL’S DUTY 47 





“Mail facilities are not required to be furnished for every 
purpose.” (Jn re Rapier, 143 U. S. 1. c. 134.) “The right to use 
the mails is a mere privilege conferred by legislative enactment, 
and it must always be exercised under and subject to such con- 
ditions and restrictions as Congress sees fit to impose.” (Mis- 
sourt Drug Co. v. Wyman, 129 Fed. 1. c. 626.) Sec. 3893 R. S. 
U. S. (p. 2658 U. S. Comp. St. 1901) has been construed by the 
U. S. Supreme Court to cover a case where a paper or letter, 
writing, print or publication, though not lewd or obscene in 
itself, conveyed, or was intended to convey, information in re- 
spect to the place or person where, or from whom, an obscene, 
lewd or lascivious book, pamphlet, picture or paper could be 
obtained. (Grimm v. U. S , 156 U. S. 608.) 

In excluding various articles from the privileges of the mail 
the object of Congress has been to refuse its facilities for the 
distribution of matter deemed injurious to public morals. (Ex 
parte Jackson, 96 U. S. 1. c. 736.) Sec. 3898 R. S. U. S. is 
directed against the use of the mails as an instrument for the 
circulation of obscene &c. matter. It does not prohibit the 
publication itself, nor does it enter into the motives of the circu- 
lation, or the truth or falsity of the matter therein contained. 
(U. S v. Bebout, 28 Fed., 1. c. 524, 525.) The word “cover” or 
the term “outside cover” within the meaning of the Act of 1888 
(1 Supp. Rev. St. 621; U. S. Comp. St. 1901, p. 2661) has been 
construed by the courts to be used in that statute in its com- 
monly accepted meaning, and to mean the cover of a book or 
periodical, where it is a question of a book or periodical con- 
taining on the outside cover thereof libelous, scurrilous or de- 
famatory matter intended to reflect injuriously upon the char- 
acter or conduct of another. (U. S. v. Burnell, 75 Fed. 1. c. 828, 
829.) A lewd book, pamphlet or paper within the meaning of 
the Statute (Sec. 3893) is one that describes dissolute, unchaste 
acts, scenes or incidents—a book, pamphlet or paper containing 
immodest and indecent matter. (U. S. v. Clark, 38 Fed. 733; 
Rosen v. U. S., 161 U. S. 29.) 

In view of the above it is my opinion that the book which I 
am sending you, entitled “The Pope: Chief of White Slavers,” 
and which appears from the title page to be sold by The Menace 
Publishing Co., comes within Sec. 3893 R. S. U. S. (p. 2658 U. 
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S. Comp. St.), and that the advertisement of that book and 
where it may be had or obtained, as found at p. 2 of the Menace 
of August 22, 1914, comes clearly within the last-named Statute 
as construed by the courts. Moreover, it is also my opinion that 
the title of that book (“The Pope: Chief of White Slavers”), 
appearing on the outside cover of that book, contains libelous, 
scurrilous, and defamatory matter reflecting injuriously upon 
the character or conduct of another within the meaning of the 
Act of Congress of June 18, 1888, c. 394, Sec. 2, as found in the 
U. S. Compiled Statutes for 1901, p. 2661. It might also be well 
worthy of inquiry on your part to investigate various other pub- 
lications advertised in the copy of the Menace of August 22, 
1914, many of which may be found to be also in violation of the 
Federal Statutes above referred to, in which case the advertise- 
ment of the same in the Menace would also violate the Statute 
to which I have called your attention. 

As Postmaster-General you have express power, under Sec. 
161, p. 80 of U. S. Compiled Statutes, to prescribe regulations, not 
inconsistent with law, for the government of your department 
and the performance of the business in your department. More- 
over, by the ninth clause of Sec. 396, p. 224 of said U. S. Com- 
piled Statutes, you are given express power to superintend gen- 
erally the business of your department and execute all laws 
relative to the postal service. I refer to these Statutes and de- 
cisions construing them, which are all, no doubt, familiar to 
you, for the purpose of calling your attention not merely to this 
particular copy of the Menace, but to the tone and character 
of the publication in general, as well as to the advertisement it 
contains, with which you may become more familiar by examin- 
ing earlier or later copies of the same miserable sheet. 

On the second page of the Menace of August 22, 
1914, is an advertisement covering space of approximately 4%4 by 
414, which advertisement is headed: “The Crowley Books: 
‘Romanism, a Menace to the Nation,’ postpaid $1:50; ‘The Pope: 
Chief of White Slavers,’ postpaid $1.50.” At the foot of this 
same advertisement appears the following: “The Menace Pub. 
Co., Aurora, Missouri. World’s headquarters for anti-papal 
literature.” 

Now, a “white slaver” has a special significance in the law. 

















THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL’S DUTY 49 





Under the Act of Congress of June 25, 1910, c. 395, 36 Statute 
825, we have what is known as the “White Slave Traffic Act,” 
making it a criminal offence to knowingly transport or procure 
the transportation of women from one State into another for 
immoral purposes. As to this, among other authorities, I would 
refer you to the case of United States v. Westerman, 182 Fed. 
Rep. p. 1017 and cases there cited. A “white slaver,” therefore, 
means one who has done any of the immoral acts contemplated 
by that Statute. 

In other words, the Pope, the Bishop of Rome, the head of 
the Catholic Church, is referred to in the very title of this 
book, not merely as a “white slaver,” but as the “Chief of White 
Slavers.” It seems very clear to me, therefore, that the book 
named in the advertisement above referred to at p. 2 of the 
Menace of August 22, 1914, comes within the provisions of the 
Act of June 18, 1888, c. 394, Sec. 2, p. 2661 U. S. Compiled 
Statutes of 1901, which book The Menace Publishing Company 
of Aurora, Mo., advertises to be sent through the mail, postpaid, 
at the price of $1.50 a copy. Moreover, if this said book, “The 
Pope: Chief of White Slavers,” be an obscene, lewd or lascivious 
book within the meaning of Sec. 3893, p. 2658 of U. S. Compiled 
Statutes of 1901, the above advertisement or notice of this book 
would seem to me to be in violation of Section 3893 of the U. 
S. Statutes, Compiled Statutes of U. S. p. 2658. 

The very title of this infamous book is enough to prove to 
anyone of any intelligence that it is and must necessarily be of 
indecent, libelous, scurrilous and defamatory character, reflect- 
ing injuriously upon the character or conduct of another, within 
the meaning of the Act of June 18, 1888, c. 394, Sec. 2, p. 2661 
of U. S. Compiled Statutes. Nevertheless, the Menace, in the 
copy which I am sending you, advertises this book as sold 
through the mails at $1.50 a copy, and as a book sold by The 
Menace Publishing Co., of Aurora, Mo. This wicked sheet, the 
Menace, in its advertisement above referred to, represents a 
saintly ascetic, who, during his priestly life, including, of course, 
his Pontificate, was bound by the vow of chastity, not merely 
as a “white slaver” but as the “Chief of White Slavers.” Could 
anything be more vile, more base or more infamous than this? 
Can you not see that the advertisement and inducement of sale 
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of such a necessarily vile, false, scurrilous and defamatory book 
must needs not only vilify, slander and insult the memory of a 
great, holy and good man, but that the advertisement from which 
I have quoted reflects most injuriously upon the character of 
the Pope of the Catholic Church and is calculated to arouse to 
passionate heat the wrath of the millions of Catholics of the 
United States who love and revere the memory of their late Holy 
Father, Pope Pius X? 

I believe that in this publication, the Menace, and in the book 
to which I have referred, I have called your attention to things 
which are clearly within your province and which, in my opinion, 
violate both the letter and the spirit of the Statutes of the United 
States to which I have referred. . . . 

The fact is, Sir, that the Catholics of the United States repre- 
sent approximately a fifth of the inhabitants and citizens of the 
United States, and their right to worship their God in their own 
way, free from abuse in libelous, scurrilous and defamatory 
publications, sent or advertised through the mails, must be re- 
spected. 

I am writing this letter to you and lay this matter before you 
with the request that you take proper steps to prevent the Menace 
and the book referred to above from being sent through the mails 
of the United States, and that you also call this matter to the 
attention of the Attorney-General of the United States, that he 
may see to it that, if the publication of the Menace and the 
book hereinbefore referred to and advertised in the Menace 
and the sénding of the same through the mails constitute viola- 
tions of the Statutes of the United States, proper action be taken 
against the publishers of said paper and of said book. 

I am writing this letter to you in my capacity as a citizen of 
the United States, who is a Catholic, and I propose to have 
this letter published as an open letter to you, and shall do all 
in my power to see to it that this letter of mine receives very 
general circulation, with a view to arousing not only Catholic 
sentiment in this country against these infamous publications 
above referred to, but also to arouse a public feeling among 
those of our fellow citizens who are not of the Catholic faith 
but who respect the law, abhor scurrilous, indecent and de- 
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famatory publications, and who love decency, justice and fair 
play. 


Very respectfully, 
Paut BAKEWELL. 


Though the foregoing communication was written 
August 1, 1914, the Menace, without changing its scur- 
rilous character, still continues to enjoy the privilege of 
second-class postal rates. So Mr, Bakewell has now ad- 
dressed to the Attorney-General of the United States the 
open letter we have entitled ““The Menace and the Mails.” 


YOUR MONEY AND THE MAILS 
Reprinted from the “Queen's Work” 


The number of vile sheets whose open purpose is to 
calumniate Catholics is steadily increasing. The old ones 
flourish and new ones begin. In spite of all efforts and 
protests, the evil is not abated, it is on the increase. With 
this in mind, the following questions have a pertinent and 
timely interest. First of all, do you know that not one of 
these vile papers—no less indecent and odious than they 
are anti-Christian—could exist without the privilege of 
using the Government’s mail? This mail is supported in 
great part by Catholic money. It is for the service of the 
public. Why should it be used to scatter bigotry, cal- 
umny and filth? 

Second. Every one of these vile sheets enjoys a special 
privilege from the Government, called the second-class 
privilege, by reason of which it can send its evil stuff at 
the rate of one cent a pound, far cheaper than any private 
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citizen can mail it. This second-class matter is carried 
at a great loss by the Government. But the loss is made 
up from the profits of the first-class matter—letters and 
postals. Every time you mail a letter, a part of your 
money is used by the United States to defray the extra 
cost of spreading these anti-Catholic papers. Whenever 
you send a post-card, your money helps to spread these 
insults to your faith. 

. Third. This suggests a further question. Every time 
one of these vile sheets begins publication, it should pass 
a searching examination as to its fitness to receive the 
privileges of second-class matter. It is clear from the 
first issue what their purpose is. Who is personally re- 
sponsible for the admission of these evil papers to that 
privilege? Who is admitting new ones to that same 
privilege? 

What individual is it who gives his mature and official 
judgment that these filthy and injurious sheets are worthy 
to receive the special privilege of the second-class postal 
rates, to be helped in their circulation by the public money 
—a great part of which comes from Catholic purses? 

Again, who is practically keeping these papers in ex- 
istence, by continuing to allow them to use the second- 
class privilege, in spite of the obvious fact that every 
Catholic in the country is insulted in what should be his 
dearest honor and loyalty by their perverse, deliberate 
and loathsome slanders? 

Finally, what can we, as individual Catholics, do to 
make our indignation felt against the men who are re- 
sponsible for the outrageous situation, that Catholic 
money is being used directly by public authority, to cir- 
culate filthy stuff directly meant to outrage every Cath- 
olic citizen? 
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Earnest efforts have, of course, been made, by Catholic 
associations and individuals, to put a stop to this injus- 
tice. But the unanimous protest of every Catholic, and 
indeed, of every right-thinking citizen, should demand the 
prompt exclusion of these papers from the mails. The 
weight of individual and collective action should be 
brought to bear, at once, and continuously, from every 
quarter, until this public nuisance is effectually sup- 
pressed. 

There is too much of a disposition on the part of in- 
dividual Catholics-to hang back and wait for action on 
the part of others. In face of such a crying evil, every 
individual should voice his independent protest. The 
chorus of many indignant voices will make itself effectu- 
ally heard. Therefore, it behooves all zealous Catholics 
in the country to support Mr. Bakewell in his efforts to 
awaken the conscience of the authorities. Every Cath- 
olic should write at once to his Congressman and Senator, 
and urge immediate action by the Postmaster. 
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A LETTER OF PROTEST 


A letter like the following, which was drawn up by 
the Brooklyn Branch of the American Federation of 
Catholic Societies, should be sent to every Senator and 
Representative by their Catholic constituents : 


Dear Sir: 

Permit us to call your attention to the following stern facts: 

First—You are aware that an infamous campaign of slander 
is in full swing all over the United States against the Catholic 
Church. 

Second—You are aware that this campaign finds its chief 
means of success in hatred-provoking and murder-inspiring pub- 
lications of the Menace type. 

Third—You are aware that our Government in its favors to 
such peace-disturbing publishers forces us Catholics to help to 
make good the loss caused by its special postal privileges to 
such unclean papers, and that every time a Catholic mails first- 
class matter, part of the fee on the same is used by the United 
States to defray the extra cost of spreading anti-Catholic papers. 

Fourth—You are aware that our Catholic citizens have pro- 
tested to'the President and to the Postmaster-General who has 
ruled that “the law does not cover the case.” In the name of 
God and of Justice make a law to cover the case. 

Fifth—We now respectfully but determidedly assure you that 
we shall use or God-given and Constitution-guaranteed rights 
to obtain justice and fair play. 

Sixth—We appeal to you, sir, to do your duty by your Cath- 
olic constitutents. We ask you to raise your voice and exert 
your efforts in the interests of morality and the peace of our 
country, by having the Menace and kindred papers excluded 
from the United States mail. 

Seventh—The ruling of the Postmaster-General that “the law 
does not cover it” is wholly unsatisfactory to us. If the present 
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laws are inadequate, we urge that such laws be enacted as will 
remedy the defects in the present laws, and thus relieve your 
Catholic fellow-citizens of this outrage upon them. 


Mr. Paul Bakewell, a prominent St. Louis lawyer, 
whose thirty years’ successful practice in the Federal 
Courts of the United States makes his opinion of ex- 
ceptional value, has proved that no new legislation is re- 
quired for meeting the Menace case. Nothing is needed 
but the enforcement of the present law. Catholics should 
give the Government no peace till papers like the Menace 
are forbidden the use of the mails. 


THE ANTI-CATHOLIC PERIODICALS 


In an address delivered at the national convention of 
the American Federation of Catholic Societies at Balti- 
more, says the Fortnightly Review, the Rev. J. Noll, 
editor of Our Sunday Visitor, gave the following list 
of anti-Catholic papers and magazines now regularly pub- 
lished in this country: 

Papers—The Menace, the Accuser, the Lash, the 
Patriot, the Peril, the Yellow Jacket, the Beacon Light, 
the Good Liberty, the Woman's Witness, the Silverton 
Journal, the Citizen, the Jeffersonian, the Liberator, the 
Sentinel, the Mankato Journal, the American Citizen, the 
Danger Signal. Magazines—The Melting Pot, the 
Truth Seeker, Watson’s Magazine, the Rip Saw, the 
Burning Bush, the Converted Catholic. 

Bitterly anti-Catholic in tendency, though not pro- 
fessedly published for the purpose of combating Cath- 
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olicity, are the following: Christian Herald, the Lutheran 
Witness, the Christian Standard, the Review and Herald, 
the Christian Worker's Magazine, the Lutheran Church 
Worker, the Christian Witness and Advocate. 

This list is by no means complete, especially in its 
‘third part, to which should be added practically all the 
Lutheran and many other Protestant church organs, as 
well as most of the socialist papers and magazines. Like- 
wise a dozen or more Masonic journals and an occasional 
daily, especially in the South. It would be a useful task 
for the Central Bureau of the Catholic Central Society, 
or a committee of the Catholic Federation, to draw up a 
complete list of all anti-Catholic periodical publications 
issued in this country, properly classified and with such 
information about the leading ones among them as would 
be apt to prove helpful in the defensive battle that these 
journalistic reptiles are forcing upon us. 
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ANY OTHER INDIAN FAMILY 
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Price $1.25 Postpaid. 
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By T. J. CAMPBELL, S.J. 

55 Pages 9 Illustrations 
Leatherette, 25 cents; green silk cloth, 
lt top, deckled edge, 50 cents; edition 
> luxe, full flexible green cowhide, 
amped with gold, gilt top, deckled 


Price 75c. 
Annals of the 


ORETTO “Cincy 


1BOOK OF HISTORICAL INTEREST 
By ANNA C. MINOGUE 
With an Introduction by the 
Most Rev. John J. Glennon, D.D. 
Archbishop of St. Louis 
0 Pages 21 Illustrations 
A fascinating narrative of the ac- 
mplishments of the pioneer Catholic 
men of Kentucky. 


Price $1.00 Postpaid. 
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LIFE AND LETTERS OF 


Henry Van Rensselaer 


PRIEST OF THE SOCIETY OF JESUS 
By EDWARD P. SPILLANE, S.J. 
SECOND EDITION—ENLARGED AND REVISED 
This new edition develops that por- 
tion which treats of Father Van Rens- 
selaer’s public record, and gives a fuller 


presentation of his ‘life in the priest- 
hood. 


An illustrated volume of 350 pages 


Price 75c. 


SOCIALISM 


A Volume of Ten Excellent Essays by Foremost 
Catholic Writers. All Written in a Concise 
Popular Style 


280 Pages 
Of special service to those who are in- 
terested in the great issue of the day 
Price 40c Postpaid. 


The Names of God 


Meditative Summesion of the 
Divine Perfection 


BY 
THE VENERABLE LEONARD LESSIUS, S.J. 
TRANSLATED BY 
T. J. CAMPBELL, S.J. 

Although written three hundred years 
ago this book has never before been 
translated into English. 

248 Pages, large type, with Portrait 

Price 75c. Postpaid. 


The Church and Social Problems 


CREATING WIDESPRFAD DISCUSSION 
By JOSEPH HUSSLEIN, S. J. 
Associate Editar of America 
“A most valuable handbook for the 
man who wishes to know the reasons 
why Socialism is antagonistic to the 
principles of Christianity and good 
citizenship.” 


Price 75c. 


Postpaid. 
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A Catholic Review of the Week 








VERYONE who wishes to form a sound opinion on the grea 
: questions of the day; to keep a record of religious progress; an( 
to know the real position of the Church in the thought and activi 
of modern life should read 


America’s Defence of Catholic Doctrine 


built up every week by skilful hands in every region of the globe. 


BUREAUS OF INFORMATION IN THE LEADING CITIES 


of Europe, Mexico, Central and South America supply prompt and correct inform 
tion concerning Catholic interests. 





Since AMERICA was established, from every section of the country have com 
the most flattering commendations, all voicing the sentiment that Catholics in th 
United States at last have 


A GENERAL REPRESENTATIVE ORGAN 


This is the time therefore to put an end forever to the taunt that Catholics wi 
not enthusiastically support a worthy Catholic periodical. 
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Subscription Postpaid: 
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Three months’ trial subscription, $1.00 
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